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The  summary  information  in  this  report  is  intended  to 
provide  teachers,  school  administrators,  students,  and 
interested  others  with  an  overview  of  results  from  the 
January  1990  administration  of  the  Social  Studies  30  Diploma 
Examination.  The  information  will  be  most  useful  when 
teachers  and  administrators  use  it  in  conjunction  with  the 
detailed  school  and  jurisdiction  reports  that  have  been  mailed 
to  school  jurisdiction  offices.  An  annual  provincial  report 
containing  a detailed  analysis  of  the  combined  January  and 
June  results  will  be  distributed  in  the  fall  of  1990. 

£E^riptiq.n.qf_the  exam 

The  Social  Studies  30  Diploma  Examination  consists  of  two 
parts:  a multiple-choice  section  worth  70%  of  the  total  exami- 
nation mark  and  a written-response  section  worth  30%  of  the 
total  examination  mark. 

ACHIEVEMENT  OF  STANDARDS 

The  information  reported  is  based  on  the  final  blended  marks 
achieved  by  8 260  students  who  wrote  the  January  1990 
Social  Studies  30  Diploma  Examination. 

•90.3%  of  these  students  achieved  the  acceptable 
standard  (a  final  blended  mark  of  50%  or  higher). 
•14.1%  of  these  students  achieved  the  standard  of 

excellence  (a  final  blended  mark  of  80%  or  higher). 

ERQVIN.Ci.AE  AVERAGES 

•The  average  school-awarded  mark  was  65.8%. 

•The  average  diploma  exam  mark  was  62.1%. 

•The  average  final  blended  mark,  representing  an 
equal  weighting  on  the  diploma  and  school 
marks,  was  64.3%. 
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EDUCATION 


PART  A:  MIILTTPI .F.  CHOICE 


RESULTS 


Results  are  in  average  raw  scores. 

Total  Part  A:  45.8  out  erf  70 
Subtest  Results  Part  A:* 

•Course  content 

-Political  and  Economic  Systems:  22.3 
out  of  35 

-Co-operation  and  Conflict  Among 
States:  22.3  out  of  35 

•Thinking  Skills 

-Inquiry  Skills  A:  3.7  out  of  6 
Students  must  demonstrate  ability  to 
identify  and  focus  on  the  issue  and  to 
formulate  research  questions. 

-Inquiry  Skills  B:  11.2  out  of  18 
Students  must  demonstrate  ability  to 
interpret,  organize,  and  synthesize  data. 

-Inquiry  Skills  C:  3.8  out  of  6 
Students  must  demonstrate  ability  to 
resolve  issues,  to  apply  decisions,  and  to 
evaluate  the  decision,  process,  and  action. 

-Recall  and  Comprehension:  21.4  out  of  32 
Students  must  demonstrate  ability  to  recall 
and  recognize  facts  and  to  understand 
generalizations. 

-Value  Concepts  and  skills:  5.7  out  of  8 
Students  must  recognize  and  analyse 
conflicts  of  competing  values. 


* Readers  are  cautioned  NOT  to  compare 
subtest  results  because  the  subtests  are  not  of 
equal  difficulty.  Readers  should  compare 
these  provincial  subtest  results  with  their  Note:  Skills  and  content  tested  in  Part  A:  Multiple  Choice  are  further  tested  in  Part  B : Written  Response, 
own  school  results. 


EXAMINATION  BLUEPRINT  PART  A:  MULTIPLE  CHOICE 

Part  A:  Multiple  Choice  has  a value  of  70  marks,  one  mark  for  each  multiple -choice  question.  Each 
question  is  classified  in  two  ways:  according  to  the  thinking  (process)  skill  demanded  by  the  question  and 
according  to  the  curricular  content  area  being  tested.  The  examination  blueprint  illustrates  the  distribution 
of  questions  in  January  1990  according  to  these  classifications. 

Question  Type 
by  Course 
Content 

Question  Type  by  Thinking  Skills 

Examination 

Emphasis 

(%) 

Recall 

and 

Comp. 

Inquiry 
Skills  A 

Inquiry  Inquiry 

Skills  B Skills  C 

Valuing 

Skills 

Value  Concepts 
competing  values, 
value  positions 
•Topic  A 
•Topic  B 

7,  20, 
40,  53 

4,31, 

44,56 

8 

Political  and 
Econ_omic_Systems 
facts,  concepts, 
generalizations 

1,2,  3,  5, 
8,  10,  11, 
14,  15,21, 
22,  28,  29, 
33,  34,  35 

9,16,24 

6, 12,  13,  17,  18,  25 

19,  23,  26, 

27,  30,  32 

31 

Co-operation  and 
Conflict  Among 
States 

facts,  concepts, 
generalizations 

38,39,41, 
42,  43, 46, 
47,  48,  50, 
54,  55, 59, 
60,61,62, 
63 

49,  57,  68 

36,37,51,  45,66,70 
52,  58,  64, 

65,  67,  69 

31 

Examination 
Emphasis  (%) 

36 

6 

18  6 

4 

70 

The  following  table  shows  the  multiple-choice  results  and  the  keyed  answers.  There  is  a parallel  table  in  the  school  and  jurisdiction  reports 
so  that  teachers  can  determine  areas  of  strength  and  weakness  in  the  achievement  of  their  students  relative  to  the  province  as  a whole.  The 
table  in  the  school  and  jurisdiction  reports  shows  the  percentage  of  students  selecting  each  alternative.  Comparison  of  school  results  with 
provincial  results  may  show  areas  of  strength  and  weakness  in  instructional  programs. 


OUES.  KEY 

DIFF.* 

OUES. 

KEY 

DIFF. 

OUES. 

KEY 

DIFF. 

OUES.  KEY 

DIFF. 

OUES. 

KEY 

DIFF. 
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C 

81.4 

15 

D 

76.4 

29 

B 

57.9 

43 

A 

40.7 

57 

C 

46.2 

2 

D 

72.6 

16 

A 

52.3 

30 

A 

62.7 

44 

B 

70.5 

58 

C 

67.2 

3 

B 

87.9 

17 

C 

59.9 

31 

B 

703 

45 

A 

52.4 

59 

B 

63.8 

4 

C 

78.9 

18 

A 

60.1 

32 

D 

68.4 

46 

A 

88.6 

60 

C 

75.3 

5 

A 

47.7 

19 

A 

49.7 

33 

B 

57.7 

47 

B 

59.4 

61 

A 

75.5 

6 

C 

77.0 

20 

D 

823 

34 

C 

573 

48 

C 

73.2 

62 

D 

67.7 

7 

D 

76.9 

21 

C 

60.2 

35 

D 

46.4 

49 

D 

69.6 

63 

A 

68.4 

8 

D 

58.5 

22 

B 

75.2 

36 

B 

50.7 

50 

A 

66.8 

64 

D 

74.3 

9 

C 

65.6 

23 

D 

413 

37 

D 

59.7 

51 

C 

46.4 

65 

A 

79.8 

10 

D 

71.7 

24 

B 

59.3 

38 

C 

49.2 

52 

B 

75.1 

66 

D 

67.7 

11 

B 

64.8 

25 

C 

62.8 

39 

C 

87.2 

53 

B 

57.1 

67 

D 

64.8 

12 

C 

56.8 

26 

D 

54.9 

40 

C 

59.7 

54 

C 

63.0 

68 

B 

71.6 

13 

A 

57.2 

27 

C 

65.5 

41 

B 

75.4 

55 

A 

73.6 

69 

B 

68.1 

14 

A 

62.9 

28 

B 

51.0 

42 

C 

83.8 

56 

B 

74.0 

70 

A 

76.8 

♦Difficulty  - percentage  of  students  answering  the  question  correctly 


-2- 


EXAMINER'S  COMMENTS 


The  multiple-choice  section  of  the  examination  requires  students  to  move  beyond  the  simple  recall  of  information  to  the 
application  of  knowledge  and  thinking  skills.  Students  must  demonstrate  that  they  understand  social  studies  concepts;  compre- 
hend historical,  political,  and  economic  relationships;  and  can  interpret  and  evaluate  social  studies  information  and  ideas.  On  the 
January  1990  examination,  most  students  were  able  to  demonstrate  a level  of  achievement  of  these  expectations  that  is  acceptable 
and  consistent  with  previous  administrations  of  the  examination.  Just  over  80%  of  the  students  achieved  the  acceptable  standard 
(35  marks  or  better  out  of  70),  while  23.5%  achieved  the  standard  of  excellence  (56  marks  or  better  out  of  70).  The  average  score 
on  the  multiple-choice  section  of  the  examination  was  45.8  out  of  70  (65.4%).  What  is  encouraging  is  the  relatively  high  propor- 
tion of  students  achieving  excellence  on  the  multiple-choice  part  of  the  examination. 

The  following  questions  have  been  selected  for  discussion  to  illustrate  some  of  the  decisions  (good  and  bad)  that  students  made  in 
responding  and  to  show  some  of  the  skills  and  background  knowledge  necessary  for  success.  Achievement  on  these  questions 
reveals  how  students  achieving  at  or  above  the  standard  of  excellence  on  the  whole  examination  apply  thinking  skills  rather  than 
giving  only  cursory  or  superficial  consideration  to  the  task  set  by  the  question. 

Questions  Comments 

Question  35  expected  that  students,  using  recall  of 
information  as  a first  step,  could  infer  an  important 
relationship  between  cabinet  and  caucus  solidarity  and 
the  responsibilities  of  elected  representatives.  The 
question  proved  difficult:  only  46%  of  the  students 
chose  the  correct  response.  However,  81.7%  of  those 
achieving  the  standard  of  excellence  on  the  whole 
examination  answered  correctly.  This  suggests  that 
students,  except  those  achieving  the  standard  of 
excellence,  had  difficulty  recalling  the  meaning  of 
cabinet  or  caucus  solidarity,  confused  the  concepts,  or 
did  not  understand  the  complex  relationship  between 
these  concepts  and  their  application  to  elected 
representatives. 

The  results  suggest  that  students  uncertain  of  the 
complexity  of  a politician's  responsibilities  may 
have  guessed  among  incorrect  alternatives  (23% 
chose  alternative  A,  17%  chose  alternative  B,  13% 
chose  alternative  C).  Those  students  appeared  to  be 
unaware  of,  or  did  not  understand,  the  nature  of  the 
dilemma  for  many  politicians  in  a democracy  of  party 
interests  versus  constituents’  wishes  on  public  issues. 
However,  the  46%  of  the  students  who  answered 
correctly  indicated  that  they  can  discern  complex 
relationships. 

On  the  other  hand,  question  46  expected  students  to 
understand  a less  complex  relationship.  Students 
were  required  to  recall  the  important  purposes  of  two 
historical  developments  and  the  similarity  between 
these  purposes.  Most  students  (88%)  were  able  to 
select  the  keyed  response.  This  suggests  that  students 
achieving  the  acceptable  standard  are  able  to  recall 
without  difficulty  certain  historical  events  and  their 
significance.  It  is  possible  that  students  achieving  at 
the  acceptable  standard  recognized  the  acronym 
SALT  and  connected  arms  limitation  from  the 
acronym  to  the  correct  answer.  Students  achieving 
the  standard  of  excellence  on  the  whole  examination 
(80%  or  better)  found  this  question  very  easy  - 96% 
answered  correctly. 


46.  The  Hague  Conference  in  1907  and  the  SALT  I negotiations  in  1969  are  similar  in 
that  both  dealt  with 

* A.  arms  limitation 

B.  regional  defence 

C.  economic  co-operation 

D.  territorial  settlements 


35.  In  Canada,  the  idea  of  cabinet  and  caucus  solidarity  supports  the  belief  that  elected 
representatives  should  act  as 

A.  delegates  and  vote  the  way  they  are  directed  to  by  their  constituents 

B.  spokespersons  for  their  constituents  but  decide  each  issue  on  its  own  merits 

C.  agents  for  constituent  concerns  and  place  these  interests  above  all  others 

*D.  party  members  and  remain  united  behind  a party's  position  and  its  leadership 
on  all  issues 
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EXAMINER'S  COMMENTS  (continued) 


LITTLE  CZECH-RIDING-HOOD 

“What  sharp  teeth  you  have,  Grandmamma!" 

"All  the  better  for  peacefully  revising  treaties,  my  dear.  " 

— from  The  Second 


51.  The  cartoon  was  likely  made  in  response  to  the  actions  of 

A.  American  and  British  diplomats  at  Versailles  in  1919 

B.  German  and  French  diplomats  at  Locarno  in  1925 
*C.  British  and  French  diplomats  at  Munich  in  1938 

D.  German  and  Soviet  diplomats  at  Moscow  in  1939 


Questions  51  and  52  expected  students  to  interpret, 
analyse,  and  synthesize  the  information  contained  in  an 
historical  cartoon  to  arrive  at  a correct  response. 

Question  51  required  students  to  associate  the  message 
portrayed  in  the  cartoon  with  the  key  historical  event 
that  prompted  its  creation.  The  question  was  difficult: 
only  46%  of  all  students  answered  correctly.  However, 
90%  of  those  achieving  at  or  beyond  the  standard  of 
excellence  answered  correctly. 

Question  52,  however,  which  required  students  to  infer 
from  the  cartoonist's  views  the  territorial  ambitions  of 
fascist  dictators,  was  answered  correctly  by  75%  of  all 
students,  and  by  96%  of  those  at  or  above  the  standard 
of  excellence. 

This  difference  in  results  suggests  that  those  students 
achieving  at  or  above  the  standard  of  excellence  care- 
fully reviewed  and  analysed  all  parts  of  the  cartoon  and 
its  caption  to  note  and  to  synthesize  references  to 
Czechoslovakia,  concessions,  revising  treaties,  and  the 
Nazi  swastika  as  specific  background  indicators  pointing 
to  the  Munich  Conference  of  1938. 

Results  for  question  52  suggest  that  many  students 
War  achieving  the  acceptable  standard  recognized  the  fascist 
insignia,  prominent  in  the  cartoon,  but  did  not  recall  or 
know  about  Munich,  or  chose  to  give  to  the  cartoon  only 
superficial  attention.  The  question  required  that  students 
attend  to  more  than  one  detail  in  the  cartoon.  Results  for 
question  51  indicate  that  many  students  did  not  do  this. 


52.  It  may  be  inferred  that  the  cartoonist  held  strong  views  regarding  the  territorial 
ambitions  of 


A.  communist  leaders 
*B.  fascist  dictators 

C.  Western  democracies 

D.  Central  European  states 


PART  B:  WRITTEN  RESPONSE 

The  results  for  the  written -response  section  of  the  Social  Studies  30  Diploma  Examination  follow  on  page  5.  The  results  are  tabu- 
lated according  to  the  percentage  of  students  achieving  at  each  point  (1  to  5)  in  each  of  the  scoring  categories.  Each  scoring 
category  assesses  somewhat  different  skills;  consequently,  individual  student’s  scores  are  likely  to  vary  from  one  category  to 
another.  Those  students  who  achieve  at  or  above  the  standard  of  excellence  (80%)  on  the  written -response  part  of  the  examination 
will  have  scores  of  (4)  PROFICIENT  or  (5)  EXCEPTIONAL  on  all  scoring  categories.  Students  just  meeting  the  acceptable 
standard  (50%)  on  the  written-response  part  of  the  examination  will  have  scores  of  (3)  SATISFACTORY  on  some  scoring  catego- 
ries but  will  be  producing  only  (2)  LIMITED  work  on  other  categories.  Students  who  produce  (3)  SATISFACTORY  work  on 
ALL  scoring  categories  have  exceeded  the  acceptable  standard  by  a small  amount  (10%). 

Expectations  for  achievement  in  each  scoring  category  are  most  clearly  understandable  in  the  context  of  the  assignment  and  the 
scoring  descriptors.  Complete  scoring  guides  are  available  in  the  Grade  12  Diploma  Examinations  Program  Bulletin:  Social 
Studies  30. 1989-90  School  Year  (September  1989).  All  schools  should  have  copies  of  this  bulletin. 
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EXAMINATION  BLUEPRINT  and  RESULTS 
PART  B:  WRITTEN  RESPONSE 

The  written -response  section  of  the  examination  contributes  30%  of  the  examination  mark.  Students  are 
required  to  write  one  complete  and  unified  essay  in  which  they  demonstrate  their  understanding  of  steps 
of  the  inquiry  process,  course  content,  and  essay  writing  skills  by  defending  a position  on  a given  issue. 

Part  B:  Written  Response  has  a total  value  of  30  marks:  10  marks  each  for  Defence  of  Position  and 
Presentation  of  Examples  or  Case  Studies,  and  five  marks  each  for  Discussion  of  Values  and  Quality  of 
Language  and  Expression. 

SCORING  CATEGORY 

PROPORTION 

OF 

TOTAL  MARK 

(*>) 

PERCENTAGE  DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCORES 

(5) 

EXCEPTIONAL 

(4) 

PROFICIENT 

(3) 

SATISFACTORY 

(2) 

LIMITED 

(1) 

POOR 

(0) 

INS 

1.  Defence  of  Position 

10 

2J0 

15.4 

43.8 

33.6 

5.0 

0.2 

2.  Discussion  of  Values 

5 

1.6 

11.7 

35.0 

36.3 

14.8 

0.6 

3.  Presentation  of 
Examples  or  Case 
Studies 

10 

1,9 

13.5 

39.6 

35.4 

8.9 

0.6 

4.  Quality  of  Language 
and  Expression 

5 

12  ; 

17* 

60.0 

18.7 

1.2 

0.2 

Note:  The  shaded  portion  represents  the  percentage  of  students  who  achieved  or  exceeded  a S ATIS FACTORY  level  of  performance. 

EXAMINER'S  COMMENTS 

It  is  expected  that  students  who  produce  SATISFACTORY 
social  studies  essays  have  identified  and  defended  a feasible 
position  on  the  issue  in  question,  have  provided  relevant  and 
accurate  case-study  information  in  defence  of  their  position, 
have  clearly  and  accurately  discussed  the  value  positions 
related  to  the  issue,  and  have  presented  their  ideas  in  clear, 
correct  language.  Students  who  achieve  at  or  above  the 
standard  of  excellence  must  demonstrate  thoughtfulness  and 
insight  with  respect  to  the  issue  and  related  values,  and  discuss 
and  develop  their  position  with  well-considered,  pertinent  in- 
formation and  convincing  arguments. 

Student  achievement  on  the  written-response  part  of  the 
January  1990  Social  Studies  30  Diploma  Examination  was 
generally  satisfactory.  68.3%  of  the  students  achieved  the 
acceptable  standard  of  15  marks  (50%)  or  better  out  of  a 
possible  30  marks,  while  8.4%  achieved  the  standard  of 
excellence  of  24  marks  (80%)  or  better.  A closer  statistical 
review  of  the  percentage  distribution  of  scores  on  the  written 
component  of  the  examination,  however,  reveals  that  while 
80%  of  the  students  demonstrated  a satisfactory  or  better 
command  of  language,  many  had  difficulty  dealing  with  the 
complexity  of  the  task.  For  example,  many  students  (51.1%) 
exhibited  an  uncertain  or  inaccurate  understanding  of  the  value 
dimension  of  the  assignment  Nonetheless,  each  year  students 
appear  to  be  writing  more  substantive  papers  when  defending 
their  positions  on  an  issue. 

The  writing  task  in  Social  Studies  30,  similar  to  the  major 
assignment  in  English  30,  requires  students  to  take  a position 
on  an  issue  and  to  develop  their  thesis  through  logical 
argument  supported  by  relevant  and  appropriate  data.  To  do 
well  on  the  assignment,  students  must  apply  and  clearly  relate 
pertinent  historical  or  contemporary  knowledge  as  evidence  to 


support  their  positions  rather  than  incoherently  marshalling  too 
much  or  unnecessary  and  possibly  marginally  relevant  evidence 
behind  an  unfocused  line  of  argument.  Unfortunately,  a signifi- 
cant number  of  students  substituted  memorized  information  for 
reasoned  thought  or  tended  to  make  simple  assertions  or  claims 
rather  than  develop  supported  ideas  in  their  essays.  A number  of 
students  who  chose  the  Topic  A assignment  did  not  directly 
address  the  issue  required  of  them.  The  issue,  dealing  with 
multiparty  systems,  was  political  in  focus.  Some  students 
presented  discussions  that  were  almost  entirely  economic  in 
content  and  therefore  largely  unrelated  to  the  issue.  The 
consequence  for  such  students  was  a low  score.  It  is  crucial  that 
students  address  the  issue  presented  in  the  assignment  and  apply 
their  skills  of  argumentation  and  persuasion  to  that  issue.  They 
must  use  supporting  information  that  is  appropriate  to  their  dis- 
cussion of  the  issue. 

The  curriculum  for  Social  Studies  30  specifies  that  students 
are  expected  to  demonstrate  an  awareness  of  significant 
contemporary  developments.  Such  awareness  is  an  integral  part 
of  the  social  studies  program.  Teacher  markers  concurred  that 
students  are  expected  to  approach  their  discussion  of  issues  by 
indicating  their  awareness  and  understanding  of  current  affairs 
as  applicable  and  appropriate.  On  both  topics  of  the  written 
assignment,  some  students,  when  using  references  to  the  Soviet 
Union  and  Eastern  Europe  in  defending  their  positions,  argued 
and  wrote  as  if  they  were  unaware  of  recent  and  momentous 
changes  occurring  in  these  regions  of  the  world.  Yet,  many 
others  effectively  used  their  awareness  of  the  current  changes  in 
the  world  order  to  augment  their  discussions. 

For  further  information,  contact  Elana  Scraba  or  Barry  Jonas  at 
Student  Evaluation  and  Records  Branch,  427-2948. 
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